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COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
AT RI CHVOND, DECEMBER 3, 2001
JO NT APPLI CATI ON OF
VERI ZON VI RG NI A | NC.
and CASE NO. PUC000204

VERI ZON SOUTH | NC.

To expand | ocal calling between

vari ous exchanges

ORDER AUTHORI ZI NG | MPLEMENTATI ON OF
REMAI NI NG FOURTH PHASE EXPANDED LOCAL CALLI NG

On August 1, 2001, Verizon Virginia Inc. ("Verizon
Virginia") and Verizon South Inc. ("Verizon South") (hereafter
collectively referred to as "the Joint Applicants") filed with
the State Corporation Comm ssion ("Comm ssion”) their fourth
Joint Application to Expand Local Calling In Part (hereinafter
"fourth Joint Application”). This fourth Joint Application
proposed to i npl enent phase four of their expanded | ocal calling
plan ("ELCP"), which involved exchanges |ocated primarily in the
Nor f ol k, Ri chmond, and Roanoke LATAs.! The Joint Applicants
identified these exchanges in Attachnent A and Attachment B to

the fourth Joint Application. The Joint Applicants proposed

! Phased inpl enentation of expanded local calling is in satisfaction of a
condition of this Conm ssion's approval of Joint Applicants' merger, ordered
Noverber 29, 1999, in Case No. PUC990100.
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that all routes for expanded |ocal calling between the affected
exchanges be reciprocal.

Pursuant to the Conm ssion's Fourth Order Prescri bing
Notice and Authorization To |Inplenent Expanded Local Calling In
Part, issued August 21, 2001, the Comm ssion approved for
i mpl enentation all routes identified in the fourth Joint
Appl i cation except routes in the Verizon Virginia territory
originating fromthe Pearisburg exchange and in the Verizon
South territory originating fromthe Barnesville, Bowing G een,
Boydt on, Callao, Capron, Charlotte Court House, Chase City,
Clarksville, Colonial Beach, Dawn, Deltaville, D sputanta,
Doswel |, Drakes Branch, Enporia, Farnham Hague, Heathsville,
Irvington, Jarratt, Keysville, Kilmarnock, King Wlliam King &
Queen, Lawrenceville, Lively, Mntross, AOd Church, Port Royal
Reedvil | e, Sal uda, South Brunsw ck, Stony Creek, Tappahannock,
and Warsaw exchanges. The Commi ssion found that customers in
t hese exchanges, which would be billed in a higher rate group
upon i nplenentation of the ELCP, should first receive notice and
an opportunity to comment or request a hearing on whether to
i npl emrent the expanded cal i ng.

On Septenber 25, 2001, the Joint Applicants, by counsel,
filed Proof of Notice to its custoners in the exchanges
identified above. In response to the notice given,

approxi mately seventy (70) comments were filed in this case. O



t hose conments filed, none were filed in fourteen exchanges of
the thirty-six (36) exchanges affected.? Sixteen of the
remai ni ng exchanges had a total of three or fewer comments
filed.® O the remaining six exchanges, there were seven
coments filed against the ELCP and one undeterm ned in
Clarksville; five against in Colonial Beach; four against in
Heat hsvill e; four against and two undeterm ned in Kil nmarnock;
three for, six against, and one undeterm ned in Pearisburg; and
one for and twelve (12) against the ELCP in Tappahannock. One
letter requested a hearing in this case.?

NOW THE COMM SSI ON, upon consi deration of the applicable
rate increases proposed for the renmaining exchanges in the
fourth phase of the ELCP, and with due regard to all comrents
filed, finds that the Joint Applicants should be authorized to
i npl enent the remai ni ng exchanges identified above in the fourth

phase of the ELCP. However, the Comr ssion recognizes that sone

2 These are the Barnesville, Boydton, Charlotte Court House, Chase City,
Deltaville, Disputanta, Doswell, Drakes Branch, Jarratt, Keysville,
Lawrenceville, Port Royal, South Brunswi ck, and Stony Creek exchanges.

3 This includes one for and two against the ELCP in Bow ing G een; one against
in Callao; one for in Capron; one for and one against in Dawn; two against in
Enmporia; one for in Farnham one undeternined in Hague; one against in

I rvington; one against in King & Queen; two agai nst and one undeternmined in
King WIlliam two against in Lively; one against in Montross; one for in Ad
Church; one against in Reedville; one for and two agai nst in Saluda; one

agai nst in Warsaw, and one agai nst from an undeterm ned exchange.

4 This letter was fromthe King WIIliam exchange and requested a hearing to
gain an explanation for the justification of the proposed increase in their
basi c | ocal exchange rate.



customers will see significant increases in their basic |ocal
exchange service rates in the regroupi ng process to expand their
| ocal calling scopes. Therefore, we further find that Verizon
Virginia and Verizon South should notify its customers in these
now- aut hori zed exchanges at the tine of the ELCP inplenentation
of applicable | ocal exchange service options, including neasured
servi ce and exchange only service, which may help mtigate the

i npact of the higher rates resulting fromthese regroupings.®> No
hearing will be convened on phase four of the Joint Applicants
ELCP.

Accordingly, IT 1S ORDERED THAT:

(1) Verizon Virginia Inc. shall inplenent the renaining
fourth phase of the ELCP for all routes originating fromthe
Peari sburg exchange.

(2) Verizon South Inc. shall inplenment the remaining
fourth phase of the ELCP for all routes originating from
Barnesville, Bowing Geen, Boydton, Callao, Capron, Charlotte
Court House, Chase City, darksville, Colonial Beach, Dawn,
Deltaville, D sputanta, Doswell, Drakes Branch, Enpori a,

Farnham Hague, Heathsville, Irvington, Jarratt, Keysville,

Ki | marnock, King & Queen, King WIlliam Lawenceville, Lively,

5> The Conmi ssion recogni zes that these options were also described in the
i nformati on previously sent out with the notice for coment.



Montross, O d Church, Port Royal, Reedville, Saluda, South
Brunswi ck, Stony Creek, Tappahannock, and Warsaw exchanges.
(3) Verizon Virginia Inc. and Verizon South Inc. shal
give notice to its affected custoners in the exchanges
identified in the preceding ordering paragraph at the tine of
the ELCP i npl enmentati on regardi ng | ocal exchange service
options, including nmeasured service and exchange only service.

(4) This case is continued generally.





